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The evidence here presented quite conclusively proves, in my opinion, 
that the phrases post [ante] biduum, biduo post [ante], mean only "on the 
second day afterward." 

Clinton C. Conbad 

University op Chicago 



THE GENUINENESS OF CICERO'S PRO MURENA 

In a strange article entitled "1st die Rede Ciceros pro Murena echt?" 
(Znaim Progr., 1911), Stephan Haupt seeks to prove that the speech is not 
Ciceronian, but was written by Poggio, principally to make sport of the 
jurists of his own time. He bases his claim chiefly on the fact, as he will 
have it, that no quotations of the speech in antiquity exist, and on his belief 
that Serv. Sulpicius Rufus was not old enough for the consulship of 62. 
Several reviews of the work have appeared (see W. kl. Ph. [1912], 1290 by 

A. Kornitzer; Zo. Gy. [1912], 865-72 by A. Kornitzer, 956 by R. Bitschofsky ; 

B. ph. W. [1912], 1793 by W. Sternkopf). They all condemn him; but they 
have not noted some of the most telling arguments in favor of the genuineness 
of the speech, in answer to an attack like that of Haupt. 

In the first place, attention should be called to the work of A. C. Clark. 
Anecdota Oxoniensia, X (1905), in which Clark shows that 2 = cod. Paris, 
14749, containing the Pro Murena, is free from any influence of Poggio. 
It was copied in France before the Cluniacensis was carried by Poggio to 
Italy. This fact takes away all force from Haupt's contention that the 
speech is a falsification by Poggio. 

In reply to his assertion that Pliny, Ep. i. 20. 7, proves that the speech 
existed only in outline in his time, it is sufficient to note that he bases it on 
a reading in Baiter and Kayser, Cicero, vol. xi, p. 5, which omits the " quo- 
rundam" before "criminum." 

He is mistaken, I think, in saying that no quotations of the speech 
exist in antiquity. A collection of the quotations — complete, I believe — 
may be useful. For the passages in Quintilian, which Haupt declares false, 
see Halm's ed. (p. 376). Halm, Rhetores Latini Minores (I cite by page and 
line): 26,21; 31, 5 (Aquila Romanus) ; 42,31; 47,22; 75, 9 (Julius Rufini- 
anus); 403, 23 (Julius Victor). Keil, Grammatici Latini: Vol. I, 82, 5 
(Charisius); Vol. II, 221, 3; 307, 16; 339, 20; 343, 14; 381, 14; 491, 18; 
592, 2; Vol. Ill, 74, 21; 283, 7 (Priscianus) ; Vol. VI, 446, 8 (Marius Plotius 
Sacerdos); Vol. VII, 464, 14; 479, 2; 481, 27; 499, 20 (Arus. Messius). 
Scholia Bobiensia (ed. P. Hildebrandt, 1907): 36, 19 = Orelli, 232; 49, 13 = 
Orelli, 242; 139, 29 = Orelli, 263; 146, 23=Orelli, 269. Lactantius, Div. 
Inst. vii. 1. 1. Orosius, I. 8. 8. 

Haupt's argument that Serv. Sulpicius Rufus was only old enough to 
try for the consulship of 52, not of 62, can be refuted even without the 
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passage in Brutus (40.150) whose conclusiveness, even though the passage is 
genuine, he doubts. Ad Att. ii. 5. 2 certainly shows Rufus old enough for 
the consulship of 58. Pomponius (Dig. I. ii. 2. 43) tells an anecdote of Rufus 
and Q. Mucius Scaevola, the pontifex maximus, who was killed early in 82. 
Rufus is spoken of as already a pleader, so that he evidently would be old 
enough to try for the consulship in 63. Still more conclusive is the evidence 
from Philipp. IX. i. 1: "Reditus eius et vobis gratus fuerit et rei publicae 
salutaris futurus, non quo L. Philippo et L. Pisoni aut studium aut cura 
defuerit .... sed cum Ser. Sulpicius aetate illis anteiret, sapientia om- 
nibus, subito ereptus e causa totam legationem orbam et debilitatam 
reliquit." Rufus was then older than L. Philippus, consul in 56, and older 
than L. Piso, consul in 58. A difference of five years between them and 
Rufus is not too much to assume. This will make Rufus old enough for the 
consulship of 62. 

So, on examination, Haupt's proofs are seen to be valueless, and the 
Pro Murena stands in little danger of losing its claim to Ciceronian author- 
ship. 

G. A. Harrer, Jr. 

Princeton, N. J. 
January 27, 1913 



